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3
) ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY
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APR 1 4 2003

13

14 ANSWER AND REQUEST FOR AHEARHMQ3

15 Comes Now the Respondent, Marsha Crosby, and tiles this Answer to Notice of Opportunity for

16 Hearing Regarding Proposed Order to Cease and Desist, for Restitution, for Administrative Penalties

17

18

and for Other Affirmative Action.

19

20

21

The Respondent denies that she engaged in acts, practices and transactions that constitute

violation of the Securities Act of Arizona, A.R.S. §4-4-1801 et seq. ("Sects°ities Act"). The Respondent

was never involved in Elliot Crosby's business affairs, had no lmowledge of and played no part in any

actions which may have constituted a violation of the above act.
22

23 JURISDICTION

24

25 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

1. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation
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1 2. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

2 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

3 3. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

4 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

5
4. Admit.

6
FACTS

7
5. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

8

9 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

6. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient lmowledge to affirm or deny this allegation
10

11
and, therefore, denies the allegation.

12 7. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient lmowledge to afNnn or deny this allegation

13 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

14 8. Denied.. The Respondent is.without sufficient knowledgeto affirm or deny this allegation

15 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

16 9. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient lmowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

17
and, therefore, denies the allegation.

18
10. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

19
and, therefore, denies the allegation.

20
11. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to afiinn or deny this allegation

21
and, therefore, denies the allegation.

|

22

23
12. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

24 and, therefore, denies the allegation.
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1 13. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny aNs allegation

2 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

3 14. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

4 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

5
15. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient lmowledge to afiinn or deny this allegation

6
and, therefore, denies the allegation.

7
16. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient lmowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

8

9 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

10
17. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to afhnrn or deny this allegation

and, therefore, denies the allegdoh . .. . : . u
*J*

11

12 18. , Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient lmowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

13 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

14 19. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge. to afH1m on this allegation

15 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

16 20. Denied The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

17 , » 0
and, therefore, demes the allegation.

18
21. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

19
and, therefore, wienies the allegation.

20
22. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

21 " 1

22
and, therefore, denies the allegation.

23
23. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

24 and, therefore, denies the allegation.
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1 24. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient lmowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

2 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

3 25. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

4 and, therefore, denies the allegation.

5
26. Denied. The Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to affirm or deny this allegation

6
md, therefore, denies the allegation.

7
AFFIRMATWE DEFENSE

8
27. The Respondent Spouse affirmatively states that she had no lmowledge of her ex-

9

10
husband"s business practices. As such she did not violate, or consent to any violation of the Securities

Act of Arizona, A.R.S. §44-1801 et seq.
11

12 28. The Respondent Spouse did not obtain a Financial gain &om any "alleged" unlawful acts,

13 as the Parties ultimately separated and then divorced.

14 29. The Respondent Spouse is not in possession of substantial community assets. As such,

15 she should bedismissed from this suit.

16 REQUESTED RELIEF

.17
The Respondent Requests that the ComMission deny the relief requested by PETITIONER,

18
namely: 4

19
1. Deny PETITIONER'S request that the CommiSsion order the Respondents to

20
permanently cease and desist from violating the Securities Act, pursuant to A.R.S. §44-2032;

21

2. Deny PETITIONER'S request that the Commission order the Respondent to take
22

23 affirmative action to correct conditions resulting from his acts, practices or transactions, including a

24 requirement to make restitution pursuant to A.R.S. §44~2032;

25
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1 3. Deny PETITIONER'S request that the Commission order the Respondent to pay the State

2 of Arizona administrative penalties of up to five thousand dollars ($5,000) for each violation of the

3 Securities Act, pursuant to A.R.S. §44~2036, and

4 4. Deny PETITIONER'S request that the Commission grant other reliefin this case.

5
5. The Respondent respectfully requests that this Commission, dismiss her from this legal

6
action with prejudice.

7
HEARING OPPORTUNITY

8
Respondent Spouse hereby requests a hearing pursuant to A.R.S. §44-1972 and A.A.C. $14-4-

9

306.
10

11
DATED this mo day of 491 92003. 0

12
"\

13

14

Marsha Crosby
Respondent Spouse

15

16 Copy 0,2328 foregoing mailed/delivered
this /p y of April 2003; to:

17

18

19

Docket Control (Request for Hearing)_
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West WashingtOn
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

20

21

22

Elliot Crosby
d/b/a Advance Senior Estate Planning
10253 East Jerome
Mesa, Arizona 85208
Respondent

23

24

25

William A. Mundell
Chairman
IM I rv in
Commissioner
Marc Spitz€l°
Commissioner
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Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 14 4

The Division (Answer)
1300 West Washington, 3I'd Floor
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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